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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Drawings 

1 . In light of Applicant's amendment, all prior objections to the drawings are 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. There is no evidence in the specification that 
shows that a person can be identified as unauthorized through heat, motion or sound 
sensors. A person's presence is signaled by said sensors, but the determination of a 
person's authorization status through heat, motion or sound detection is not detailed. It 
appears from the specification that anybody, but the initial computer user is considered 
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unauthorized. In this case, a superior to the authorized user would not be able to view 
data on the authorized user's computer. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



1. Claims 1-8, 10-16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent No. 6,1 11,517 to Atick et al. (hereto referred to as Atick). 
As to claims 1 and 18, Atick teaches: 

a. Automatically detecting at least one unauthorized person within a 
predetermined range of the electronically displayed information by sensing one of 
heat, motion and sound, the at least one unauthorized person being in position to 
view the electronically displayed information (detecting motion of an unauthorized 
person within reading distance of the terminal) (column 8, lines 8-22). 

b. Communicatively coupling a signal to the display controller in response to 
the automatic detection (column 8, lines 8-22). 
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c. In response to the signal and using the display controller, automatically 
blocking the electronically displayed information (column 8, lines 8-22). 

As to claim 2, Atick teaches automatically blocking the electronically displayed 
information includes removing the electronically displayed information from the display 
(column 8, lines 20-22). 

As to claim 3, Atick teaches automatically blocking the electronically displayed 
information includes replacing the electronically displayed information from the display 
with other data (column 8, lines 20-22). 

As to claim 4, Atick teaches that the other data is a background screen (column 
8, lines 20-22). 

As to claim 5, Atick teaches that the other data includes an audio file (the use of 
a "prerecorded multimedia greeting message" when an unauthorized individual enters 
the view field of the monitoring system) (column 10, lines 36-42). 

As to claim 6, Atick teaches the other data includes a pre-selected software 
application (column 8, lines 47-48). 
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As to claim 7, Atick teaches the step of automatically detecting a person includes 
using a detection-module (video camera) adapted to detect the person within the 
predetermined range, wherein the detection module includes a detection software 
application that configures the display controller to respond to the detection module 
(column 8, lines 8-22). 

As to claim 8, Atick teaches the step of automatically detecting a person, 
enabling an imaging device for capturing an image of the person detected (column 10 
lines 19-22). 

As to claim 10, Atick teaches: 

a. Automatically detecting at least one person within a predetermined range 
of the electronically displayed information, the at least one unauthorized person 
in position to view the electronically displayed information (detecting motion of an 
unauthorized person within reading distance of the terminal) (column 8, lines 8- 
22). 

b. Communicatively coupling a signal to the display controller in response to 
the automatic detection (column 8, lines 8-22). 

c. In response to the signal and using the display controller, automatically 
blocking the electronically displayed information (column 8, lines 8-22). 
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As to claim 1 1 , Atick teaches automatically detecting means includes a detection 
module configured and arranged to detect a set of input data, wherein the input data is 
selected from the group consisting of: heat, motion, light variations and sound (the use 
of "discontinuities in the spatial, temporal, and color domains of the video image" to 
detect the presence of an individual) (column 4, lines 20-27). 

As to claim 12, Atick teaches that communicatively coupling means includes a 
display processor responsive to the detection module configured and arranged to 
control the display controller (when an unauthorized person is detected the display is 
disabled or the information is replaced with other information) (column 8, 8-22). 

As to claim 13, Atick teaches a detector adapter configured and arranged to 
convert the set of input data from the detection module to a detection signal, wherein 
the detection signal is configured to drive the display processor (when an unauthorized 
person is detected the display is disabled or the information is replaced with other 
information) (column 8, 8-22). 

As to claim 14, Atick teaches an alternate media input module (video camera) 
configured and arranged to communicate with the display processor (column 3, lines 
49-51). 
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As to claim 15, Atick teaches an imaging device adapted to capture and encode 
an image of the person detected and transmit the encoded image to the alternate media 
input module for processing (column 10, lines 19-35). 



As to claim 16, Atick teaches a microphone adapted to decode a sound signal of 
the person detected and transmit the decoded-signal to the alternate media input 
module for processing (column 9, line 53-column 10, line 18). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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4. Claims 9 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 6,1 1 1 ,517 to Atick et al. (hereto referred to as Atick), as applied to claim 
1 and claims 10, 11 and 12 above, respectively, in view of US Patent No. 6,380,924 to 
Yee et al. (hereinafter Yee). 

As to claims 9 and 17, Atick does not expressly mention recording the keystrokes 
executed on a computer. However, in an analogous art, Yee teaches enabling a 
key-stroke tracking application for tracking keystrokes or system commands entered on 
a keyboard wherein the keyboard is communicatively coupled to a display processor 
(column 7, lines 27-59). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to implement the computer access control apparatus of 
Atick with the key stroke recording of Yee in order to monitor the user's work actions for 
security purposes as suggested by Yee (column 5, lines 15-20). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/15/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

As per Applicant's argument that Atick patent is limited to face recognition and 
doesn't automatically detect a person, the argument is not persuasive. The Atick patent 
uses facial recognition to determine if a detected person has sufficient authorization to 
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view restricted data, but that is just a part of the invention of Atick. The camera detects 
movement, takes an image and processes it with no input from the user (column 8, lines 
8-22). 

As per Applicant's argument that the video camera of Atick is not in any way 
equivalent to detection means that uses "heat, motion, light variations and sound", the 
argument is not persuasive. Applicant is directed to column 4, lines 20-39. The video 
camera detects the presence of a person through the "discontinuities in the spatial, 
temporal and color domains of the video image." 

As per Applicant's argument that only the authorized user's keystrokes would be 
recorded, the argument is not persuasive. Yee's invention records the keystrokes of 
"any user" of a particular computer (column 7, lines 55-59). No distinction is made 
between an authorized user and an unauthorized user. 

Double Patenting 

A rejection based on double patenting of the "same invention" type finds its 
support in the language of 35 U.S.C. 101 which states that "whoever invents or 
discovers any new and useful process ... may obtain a patent therefor ..." (Emphasis 
added). Thus, the term "same invention," in this context, means an invention drawn to 
identical subject matter. See Millerv. Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 (1894); In re 
Ockert, 245 F.2d 467, 114 USPQ 330 (CCPA 1957); and In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970). 



6. Claim 1 is provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the same 
invention as that of claim 1 of copending Application No. 10/041 ,756. This is a 
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provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not in fact been 
patented. 

7. Claim 1 rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1 of copending Application No. 10/041,756. 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because they are directed to substantially the same invention and recites 
only obvious differences that would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
of data security such as using the word "modifying" in the instant application instead of 
"blocking" used in the co-pending application (10/041,756). In the instant application 
(09/905,161), the specification states that blocking the electronic information "occurs 
upon reconfiguring the display to replace the sensitive information with either a screen 
saver application or with a blank screen" (page 5, lines 19-20). In the pending 
application (10/041,756), the specification states that modifying the electronic 
information "is blocked by reconfiguring the display to replace the sensitive information 
with either a screen saver application or with a blank screen" (page 7, lines 12-14). 
Clearly, in context of the respective specifications, the applicants use the words 
modifying and blocking interchangeably. In the broader sense of each application, the 
words are also interchangeable. Both applications want to protect sensitive data from 
dissemination to unauthorized individuals. This is accomplished by altering the image of 
the data on the display device, not the data itself. The altering or modifying of the image 
of data on the display blocks access to that data. Blocking the image of data on the 
display modifies the image by replacing it with a blank screen or screen saver. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William S. Powers whose telephone number is 751 272 
8573. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert Decady can be reached on 571 272 3819. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




